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Tbs sentence relating to- Chapter VII at tha close of 
the diocn&Mcn of should read: 


1 / ,? Gse?aid T a crsailoa c£ falsa churns 3 and fictitious 

personalities Is also treated ia Eb© sUscosaloa o£ . . : ‘te 

possible motlvsa sat forth ia Chapter VU» H - vjj) 

?» •- - Ownership of second rlftet . -v'^ 

. ' a* ■ Wo cams of say that alt of Osi?ald*s traasactioaa . 
ia corsaacUsm with firearms wore undertakes, 
ttadar an assumed a&sae fr ©aiy Ho haowa traasactioo*# 


b* 


c. 


I think fh® degxeo of doubt about tb* - ’ . ' . 
authenticity of the vrepMr/tag* ’ ‘ Ife overstated* 


First eeateac® ia Erst full paragraph ©a - • , , 
.pago 25? is to© strong and should ba changed. - 
;. along tbs Uses indicated ia my copy of the -galls y* 

. d* ; The third sentence should also ba qualified* ' 

Tho uadsrlylag report is saot that atros^g* '• - 

0 * • Tha teat sentence ia that paragraph Is* not \ 
supported by tk© TV films «a got from CBS* 

It should he deleted* ; 

■ ; £• Tha second full p&ragrpk has only osa footnote# : 
Furthermore, the la&fc state ms at is lacorroct* 
Whitworth aa& Hunter do not now say Oswald drove " ' 
down tha street and only Mrs, WMtv^orth said so before* 


g* Tha statamost that neither Mrs* Hunter &©x / 

Mrs* WHtsfoxlh. could identify & picture of 
Irfso Harvey Oswald ia cat so* Mrs* Whitworth did -• 
do/ so at 11 B Z?2* My draft stated that they could net 
'‘identify Boo Harvey Oswald 5 tending with, a small group- 
-of other diftexsat looking people * u . : ’ 






ivifig Practice. 

&* Cuery alt the sea agree tbit the 

barrel had baea slx>rtiaod.' (Sao rota 773*^ - 

1b* j&o wa have oy£d$m& oaths question of 

whether or not O&wattPs rifio stoats Hr* 

(so© ssoto 77 ?*| 

it* 'What is our authority for the K&a-szistotiea 
■' ol the Cedar Kills gunahop? ($aa ncto 7Zl») 

d, At acts 7$4 «- Oswald could have boea at 

Piiiaas* and still have g©»» to the riile range* 
Add; ”&»d 4i4 sot Way® tksr© to go to the rlHa rang©** 


Automobile demons tratioru 

:** / I think It is Summons Fro© way* slot 
"Expressway*** 

Alleged activities with Cistern. undersr©s8& OTESfcbsatifcn* 

—■■!»* u *» w r** *»*« mT » ' ' n i., < »■!■«. ** ' m n i ’ii m i nw w wn i, n* h wi *^ 5 i 4 « »» w >*'. w i o m»^* h i» > 4 h i h « h ■ ■iw» i w im» i o 


A* 


Andrews and 


Beaa <b aot talk about un&argroiasd activities. 


b« The title aad ths'lsdroductlcn are inappropriate 
bscautea they strongly suggest that Oswald was 
&st anti-Castro* Xk© implication. runs through O&o*© 


testimony that ho was an taEiirutor* It would bo better 
to star t with, a neutral sentence liken 


“The. Corami s si on has also, considered testimony $£ 
t&tt&l a persons that claim to have as«s Oswald in 
the company of unlckstiiidd persons o£ Cuban or „■ 
Mexican background** 1 
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e* . T d ! hat Is iho usxthaxity lor tha etatcrmaafc that 
•Mw. Odio claim* that both of her .pareai* 
ara political prlsoass* of the Castro regimo? •••^'<0 


To g® back Stop & ews'caoet to the second rifle section: 
lathe third Jail paragraph it states 'V»a Sfevumto* 24, Bydet and V ; 
Grosser dUeass&d at length the possibility* that Oswald bad ... ; - 
beca Chora* bwfc ”&ydar did not mention. tbs tag to Ms employs*#** ; 
X ks ow cd no cvi & 3&00 that Syce# aadGretiaar talked to the 24th* ■ 

If they 414 not, tbs asset scats ace must &a changed «®r eat# 


The asset sentence is a good example of wh&i happens la 
tha tt rewrite** pjf ocess# It says, incorrectly* that oa. Koverabor 25 
Hyckip told tbs PBS that Graenar did mt remember the .tag, although, 
ha had act celled the tag to Greeasr*© attention# Tb* original 
sanfcmc* corraefciy* that Grea-asr ** did not ratagBahcy the . * 
transaction -rapre seated by ths re paly tag, » « ^ ;, : ; 

The ts&xt soatoseo #&y& tbs- FBI was directed to ftyfer te$ 
aaoaymTOa pbtoao calls* 2«sfc so* They v^sro dipsetod to th® 

Irving Sports Shop a»d ©mold vary likely have talked to Grae»«** 
b«t ho coaid sot b» &3n& by Hs& ago** ott Xforamber 25, 15W whea,' 
bo weat to Sh& shop* r ■ -. \ - : v, ;/;{•;•" 


Back to Odlot 

4* Check correct asms of lUItS* 


e« 


,1 


The paragraph oa Iws transportation starting "There 
ito as* £trra evidence 11 shots Id be completely rsvsrrlthm* 

I do not think thare is "convincing evidence” that Oswald* was oa the 
bases as stated# Oaa ©eatene© says ho was appareatly ok© of four 
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passengers bound for a point beyond Texas. Thy next 
suggests that ho bought is. ticket in Houston for Laredo, 
which is in Taaas. The? McFarland testimony ia given 
t^o mucli weight. I don't think Mexican immigration records • 
Ckov 7 tha time of day ho crossed tha border, e law 3 on. told 
mo ha got the t*na o£ crossing from tint scheduled arrival 
of ika bus* Now wc are using It ti> show that since be 
crossed at that time ha had to b® <m the has* 


f* Since we bavs so direct evidence that Oswald boarded . 

bus 5133 iii Houston, the first esntssce of the ao?d 
paragraph’ 1 Hence * the only time*.*"} should bv changed. 

That also obviates ths necessity that h® had to go from New .’ ‘ 
Orisons to Pallas and tkostn to Houston* . 


■ \ There really is almost no evidence at nil that he 
left Houston ©a that fens and there ia realty no reason why 
•we should sugg&sl tkons ia* The point can bo made without- ' 
saying that and to seem to rely on really weak, evidence 
is to iavits trouble* . . 


g* Again * later in the same paragraph * more romance 
on the McFarlands* Their affidavit isi very weak ■*• 
wa should sot light it* . I 

... y ■ . • 

) 


h* Than iho single ticket from Houston to ’ : Lap? do again +—■ 
■ which probably could sat have been Ocwai|3 if ha were 
on* of the £aur heading for points bsyoad Laredo* 

i» Also ths assumption that the Twifurd call was & local 
call* Why speculate ~ mak© the arguments —>La 
probably would not have called at all i£ he were not ia. Hoafcfc&tt. 

.wkhtxkM. 1 , •'■-;F J 

J* . The conclusion that the ©viebnea is ,|x»raua&ive that ; : 

. ; Oswald was not ia Pallas ©a. 9 / 2S too strong* 
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^ 6v£3*y Of Fittluuy *v?C*«haKn fop. 3 J lg OVer«* 

emphasised. sliculo. stats that O clio ixs v*<?r told 
anyccs* etia that Eugenio baa been one of ihe men. with Oswald# ' ; 
Kdvy can wa concludes that McChaum would not haves become ■ k :• 
/•coa£«s-ac vrhsst ha was apparaatly la & rest homa of sort' . 
««aa w© aavs isovor sesa os* spokaa to Mai? 

i* Since we have as vs? taken testimony from Odin* a L " 

■ o^iar two frioads oa which poop la could base judgment , { 
as to fhcsr veracity, we should not rely too heavily oa their ; 

< • Abcmt which they have sever bee a crosseseamiaod* ' '.' 

; m* The first two foil paragraph* oa galley 242 should coma 
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, »»** tins ainui? iaii uswald "loafeed 

feai£^&r« whan thtfy raw hla picture after the assassination*. 

**yiv ia te^tlSod that she was $uro it was' Oswald* 

Tha paragraph about £ho psychiatrist is quite unfair* It 
states that Odio "cua* forward" with her story, whereas &h» '*■ 
f* d aot co «» forward at ail aad was quite reluctant to get , ' 
Involved at ail* Her story came to the attestloa of the FBI ,'* 
through a third person. Tfco hearsay siatemeata of "-fin ends," 
co&cersuitg thoir personal opinion of a fitness are thia stuff . > .;' 
indeed. The whole paragraph is poor and should com® out* ?.V 

The Otdo analyses should he based primarily oa 
apparent likclihoodthat LHO was elsewhere* There are 
problems. Odio may well ha right. The Commission will '. •.. 

•'* xt tuyna ° u * ^ 13* Thlre 1 b no a**d to tools, 

foolish by grasping at straws to avoid ^doditiag that there to - 
a proMosat* ■, . • ; - j. 
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> pg walg' aat Aggnt > ~ . ' / - ^ 

■ &. ' £14 CIA not® Ms FPCC atttvitisa 4a x$«w Ortaaa*.? 

Why tscsitioa t&cfc that XiliO^s itimo was 
. givsB- to Secret Sarvica *** isava to Chapter Ylil# V 

- Cm Should a&t say Mrs. O. Jid aot giv« aay basis ' ' ■ 
£or her b&ilsi- was U» 3* agaat ■* b$tt&r to 
say a&y zeaacaabio or credibly basis. Wa should also 1 
that eba Carsatnissiaa bs.ft thoroughly considered 
ail of hor sfcatomoatoj that sho was aot fore clos ed > 


coacto&ad that fhara was ao r*|JL basis for fc«r position* 


\4# Why <&* w® t^atlcsvtHs J^by 44 b»r# — how. VA:: 
that rslafcs to 1410^ bamg a U.S* agoatt 

** HawTwa vouily sotsa tho full CIA. £U$ oa Oswald? »' 
Do we «&od a feotaot* to 'the last seixtoae* ia : v,.' 
. the firat Tall paragraph oet gait&y £&3 r . 


im Who Is going to attest that thoy hay* roviai 
th® complete SmrofLbs ds&Uag with the 
Oswald istv«®tigat4oa? ' !;_. . .i 

A - ' : ' .■; -‘C ; i ■ ? . , ■ 

• Osmlffs Finaacas* ' ‘ '.■ ,' . \- '■ . " v : -‘- : ' i i: ' 


Th^ mc<m£ gssr «£*aph is a. Utils *%.piw*iiv& 

Ir *. *, * * \-l .. 


aay w&tiu 
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c* PUacc lets tekc cut "cheap and shabbily 
/ iursisbsd 1 ' and ether otulf .cl that sort! 


bsa&ta on. tko drat t 


/ 


Sea gat toy aad ray previous ccmj 
lor u?y ©uggcsUoas* 


d* X tMsk vi?6 should cut the description ol Oav.\\ld*o 
w&rdroba te th* ©iatemaa t that it was also vary 
taodsate 

■ 1 "' ,; - 

o* The £Lrst full paragraph, m galls y 2.44 ctusald bs$ • : 

re writ tea e®d shortens d* f 14&U& the dlscue sioa 
©£ ilaaacos is to* long a&4 detailed* It is «li»» too 

apparently precis® to be readily believable* 

*. J . ' ■ ..; 

£, To bs soma what iacctioaas ' If we ar« going to- ■ 


V: : 


' feuUaa. as a Hrod hsad» wa had better provide lor hist., 
ia the third Ifell paragraph ea ^44* . 


«• 


a. 


.&* fall hack into tfc® Brat aasas treatment for 


-*»r 


W&ero do ®'e got thd Isofejl expenses of 
par day <m tho JdcKlesta. trip'? 


U 


II' Oswald did not cash b%& nmr&ptofr&ottt chse Is 
ait Hatch*® market# why *s© mention it? X 
tblok it was cashed at sta A&P ; «te»s* : 


v *\'V' -f 


'..1 


• V#' p * 


J. She 

. should te-lkctUfed to &m paragraph, la £&s ■ . - ." \ : '. f; " 
rumors section. \' ^ /'"■■■ 

k* - Why do wo fait to mention tbs Citba&or Monica** .> 
that eac ol the Western Ualoa «mp icy-aft® said wa» ■ ■■ 
with the ms a Hamblca thought wso Oswald? --V;.;" 




1 * We should be snore cpaciBc about tbs ‘'othor ©ittes?* 
»?% trn 


copy fotrs • 
Mr* Bollock 







